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The Subjects and Mode of Baptiſm. 


WHEREIN 


This Reſpondent's concluſive Arguments are ſhewn to have 
no Foundation, 

John's baptizing in Rivers accounted for. 

And his baptizing in them muſt be by /prin&lmg, and not by 
plunging, if he was guided by Scripture-Authority, 
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Some Remarks are made on Dr. GaLEe's Arguments for plunging, 
from the /acramental Senſe of the Word gango. 
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THE 


INTRODUCTION. 


N apology for the making public theſe pa- 
pers, is no way neceſſary : fince we have as 
undoubted a right to defend our practice 
of baptizing infants, and of baptizing by ſprink- 
ling, from the hight in which we ſee the reaſon- 
ableneſs end propriety of ſuch practice, as the ana- 
baptiſts have to make ſuch practice the ſubject of 
their defence; and much more than they have of 
their raillery, either from the pulpit or the preſs. 
The writer which I have to do with is anony- 
mous, as well as myſelf be has truly made very 
high pretences, which could he defend, all advo- 
cates for infant-baptiſm would have great reaſon 
from henceforth to keep filence, and to be dumb 
before this writer. 
Whether he has ſuch occaſion of boaſting, mu 
be left to the judgment of every impartial reader. 
In the mean time, it could be wiſb d, that the 


anabaptiſts would ceaſe their reproachful lan- 


guage ; which ſurely they would, if they did but 
allow, that infant-baptizers have ſome degree of 
thought and reflection; ſome impartiality in 
Fhbeir reaſonings on the ſubject; and ſome ſhare 
of integrity in their continuing the practice. 
In all controverſy, beſides a reverence of God, 
a deference is due to the underſtandings 75 one 
another. 


(2) 


another. But where men triumph as if they 


were the only Chriſtians, and as if wiſdom muſt 
certainly die with them, this deference 1s cer- 
tainly wanting—and men become unrighteouſly 
zealous, 

The anabaptiſts have allowed that holy ſcrip- 
ture ſhould be our guide, and ſhould be preferr'd 
to all other authority——what I have offered 
concerning John's baptizing, I am humbly. of 
opinion, is the plaineſt account we can draw from 
hence rh 1 know not of any writer who 
has made uſe of it, in any ſuch light in which I 
have placed it 

Why I have called this, a CHALLENGE, vill 
appear by that time the Reader has caſt his eye 
over the following pages. 

In one word, my temptation to the publiſhing 
of theſe papers, was, the hopes I indulg'd of 
ſhortning he controverſy : or, at leaſt, of 5 
ing the force of bigotry : and thereby becoming 
the means of uniting men more cloſely, in the 
bond charity. 

If any ſeverity appears, an unſufferable con- 
fidence, in the writer, with which I have to do, 
has made it juſtifiable. ＋◻＋ bat the writer 
he is anſwering, has deſerved from him, I cannot 
tell, fince I have not yet ſeen the treatiſe on the 
ſubjects and mode of baptiſm. 

I therefore proceed to ſingle out one or two of 


the moſt bold ard concluſive paſſages in this 


anſwer, which are levelld at the practice of 
infant-Laptiſing. 
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the main ſtreſs of the diſpute between the 
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T H E. 


CHALLENGE. 


\ HE ANswrR to a treatiſe o Fe 

ſubjefts and mode of baptiſm, ſeems to 
expreſs great aſſurance; as in pages 
16, 17, where it ſays, © here lies 


pædo- baptiſts and us, as to the ſubjects of 
this ordinance; we maintain that there is 
no warrantable connexion, between circum- 
citing infants of old in the 7ewiſh church, 
and baptizing of them in the chriſtian church; 
and they with all their skill have never been 


able to prove it. There are indeed ſo many 


abſurdities and inconſiſtences in the way, that 
they will find it z eible ever to remove 
them.“ | 

To ſupport this, under his fir/t head of ar- 


gument, he ſays, that after the omiſſion of 
that politive rite, circumciſion, during the 1/ra- 
lites journeyings thro' the wilderneſs, © that 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


Joſhua did not examine, who was religious, 
or who was not, of the promiſcuous mul- 
titude ; but he circumciſed all the males a- 
mong the people, without exception or diſ- 
tinction. But pray how were the adult de- 


ſcendants of thoſe very people treated, when 
B 2 e they 
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4 The CHALLENGE. 


* they came to offer themſelves to John, as 
e candidates for baptiſm? they were rejected 
« with ABHORRENCE, as a generation of vi- 
te bers. The diſpenſation was going to be 
* changed, and both the ordinance, and the 
* ſubjects of it were going to be changed like- 
«© wiſe,” 

To reply, it ill becomes an anabaptiſt to coin 
ſcripture, or make it ſpeak his own ſenſe, when 
there is not any thing in the text to ſupport it: 
fince he will allow of no concluſions, or deduc- 
tions, tho' drawn from very probable appea- 
rances, where the letter is not expreſs, as in the 
caſe of the baptizing of infants.—I ask then, 
who told this writer that John rejected any with 
abhorrence, who came to be baptized of him ? 
The text ſays no ſuch thing, ſee Matt. iii. 7, 
13. the place he refers us to: but the contrary 
of this appears to be the truth, for John asks 
* them, who had warned them, à generation 
* of wipers, to fly from the wrath to come? 
* and he bids them bring forth fruits meet for 
** repentance ; declaring the neceſſity of their 
ce doing ſo, ſince he did indeed baptize wth 
« water unto repentance ; but if they were not 
* found true penitents, the Meſſiab, into whoſe 
* kingdom he was baptizing .them, would 
come with his winnow:ng fan, and ſeparate 
* the chaff from the heat. —1 dare refer 
this to any unprejudiced man's judgment, as the 
. manifeſt, unforced repreſentation of John's 
conduct and doctrine, —The ſeparating work, 
John expreſsly diſclaims, he pretends not to 
uſe the winnowing fan, tho' this writer is ſure 


he 


We CHALLENGE. 


he did, ay, that he diſcriminated and rejected 
with abborrence perſons of a vicious character. 

— Fohn ſays, the diſcrimination will be made 
by the Meffiah's fan, with which he will tho- 
roughly purge his floor —Nevertheleſs this writer 
roundly aflerts, that tho? Jeſbua did not ſtand 
« to examine who was religious, and who was 
© not, of the promiſcuous multitude, but he 
circumciſed without exception ; yet now the 
diſpenſation was changed, and both the or- 
dinance and the ſubjects of it, changed like- 
wiſe, for Jobn actually rejected with abhor- 
rence a generation of vi pers. 

How blind are men, when. afraid of loſing 
the importance of a peculiar mode, by which 
they themſelves are diſtinguiſh'd ? more eſpe- 
cially, when the rite itſelf, is repreſented as 
being applied by John, and our Lord's apoſtles, 
where virtuous, moral character was wanting, 
as was their uſe of the bapri/mal rite, tho this 
writer has ſaid, that John rej ected ſuch with ab- 
Horrence. 

Nor ſurely can he have the front to tell us, 
that he and his brethren baptize none but virtu- 
ous perſons, or that they can diſcriminate cha- 
racters 
done ſo, it would not thence follow, that they 
are capable of being baptizers Jie him 
and if vicious, immoral perſons are baptized by 
them, ſurely infants, are, in a moral ſenſe, as 
fit ſubjects of baptiſm, as /uch grown perſons 
can poſſibly be? for tho' INF AN THS cannot 
make any profeſſion, they are ſecure from ma- 
king an hypocritical, lying profeſſion, which im- 

8 OS moral 
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But if they cannot, tho' John had 
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6 The CHALLENGE. 

moral men fail not to do, at their baptiſm; 
The prophanation, or proſtitution of the ordi- 
dance, then, in a moral view of it, muſt be 
greater and much more apparent, when vitious 
and nocent grown perſons, are allowed to be the 
ſubjects of baptiſm, than when it is applied to 
innocent infants, : 

But this writer may know, that there are 
thoſe who have defended baptiſm, upon the /a- 
cred uſage of water-baptiſm among the Jeus; 
and more particularly, as they initiated proſe- 
lytes, with their infant children into their reli- 
gion by water baptiſm*, which accounts for 
John's uſing a rite among a people, who well 
knew its intention, and ſaw the propriety of it, 
Perſons thus baptized, they call'd new born per- 
ſons, which occaſioned our Lord to upbraid 
Nicodemus, who was a maſter in Jrael, and yet 
did not underſtand him, when told, that he 
muſt be horn again of water, and of the ſpirit, 
John iii. 5, 10. 

Moreover, had John diſcriminated, or bap- 
tized none but virtuous perſons, we might have 
expected to have read of large multitudes re- 
ceiving the Meſſiab's kingdom; fince it is ex- 
preſsly ſaid, that Feruſalem, and all Judea, 
and all the region round about Jordan, were 
baptized of John, in Jordan, confeſſing thetr 
fins, Matt. iu. 5, 6. and yet, but few of this 
multitude received the doctrine of Jeſs, tho 
Fchn had recommended to them, as he baptized 
them, to repent, and reform their manners, in 
order that they might be it for the benefits of 
the Meſſiah's kingdom. Another 


* Sce the plea for infants, and the Appendix. 
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Th CHALLENGE. 7 


Another terrifying blow is aimed to be given 
to infant-baptiſm, page 18.where this anſiverer 
ſays, © here is a full and fair ſolution to that 
mighty queſtion, urged by a/moſt all writers 
* on this point, vi. whether God has aboli- 
re ſhed his gracious covenant ſo far as it con- 
ce cerns the infant children of his people? and 
* where he has ſignified a repeal of this their 
« privilege? Here is the queſtion in its full 
* force and ſtrength, and the anſwer is ready 
te and plain; they were all left out at this junc- 
ve ture, upon the change of the diſpenſation, 
ce and for ever afterwards ; and yet their fal- 
* vation is as ſecure as it was before: for if 
ce there was any other covenant made, fince 
cc the abolition of circumciſion, as an outward 
* ſign, which is to be applied to infants, let it 
c beproduc'd, or elſe it is high time to have 
done declaiming upon an imaginary covenant, 
« no where to be found in the goſpel.” 

To aſſert, that the infant children of God's 

ople were left out at this juntture, upon the 
change of this diſpenſation, and ever afterwards, 
has ſomething of the ſpirit of Don Qixotiſin 
in it: the man thinks he has been performing 
mighty exploits, when his atchievments are no- 
thing more than a few flouriſhes of knight-er- 
for ſurely ſcripture authority could 
never have been levell'd with more force and 
confidence, than he has play'd off his h- 
nation. | 

Did ever any rational defender of infant bi p- 
tiſm once pretend, that any new covenant was 
made ſince the abolition of circumciſion Ws 
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8 The CHALLENGE. 


does not appear that circumciſion was aboliſhed 
till after our Lord had appeared as the promi ſed 
feed, which promiſe was made to Abraham, fo 
that the goſpel covenant, the new covenant, was 
made 433 years before the law, Gal. iii. 17, 
and is the 92 Inn, teftamentum, which ſigni- 
fies a teſtament, or covenant, throughout the 
writings of the old and new teſtament®#—and 
not the owt pea compattus, which was the ſign 
of a common agreement between ſeveral men. 
Signum partibus commune, So that God 
is the teſtator, or proper ſingle author of this new 
covenant, ſee Acts iii. 25 the covenant which 
God made with our fathers, ſaying unto Ab- 
raham, and in thy ſeed ſhall all the kindreds of 
the earth be bleſſed ; ans Nu nun The new 
teſtament or covenant in Chriſt's blood, Matt. 
xxvi. 20, = And this is the covenant that 
God makes with the houſe of 1/rael, I vill put 
my laws into their mind, ſo Heb. viii. 10. | 

And the ſame word ſtands for the appointing 
for us a kingdom. Luke Xxu. 29. So it is that 
Zacharias calls it his, i. e. God's covenant; 
Luke i. 72, 73. to perform the mercy promiſed 
to our fathers,and to remember His holy covenant, 
the oath which nt ſware to our father Abraham. 
Thus evident is it, that the mew covenant 
was before the abolition of circumciſion, and 
not only ſo, but that it requires not the autho- 
rity of ore than one to mak< it a covenant in 
the facred language; but properly intends a 
promiſe, N. B. It may be called neu, from its 


* Foedus, pactum: paſſim in ſcriptis vet. et nov. teſt. 
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The CHALLENGE. 9 
publication by Jeſus, as the lato of charity, is 


call'd a new commandment, ſee John xiii. 34.] 
The fame word is uſed for covenant by the ſep- 
tuagint, Gen. xvii. 2. and Jer. xxxi. 31, 32. 
which this writer acknowledges to have 
underſtood the Fei Idroms®. | 

The reaſon why I have mentioned this, is, 
not only to ſhew, that the goſpel covenant was 
made with Abraham, |tho' the full publication 
of its bleſſed contents was by the Mefiah him- 
ſelf:] But that the goſpel covenant made with 
Abraham, in its true notion, does import fa- 
vour and grace to man, as contain'd in a pro- 
miſe ; by which God bound himſelf to perfor- 
mance : and reſpecting which, man was more 
properly the ſubjef? of the favour and grace, 
than, as in human covenants, a contracting 
party. 

Hence the znfants of Abraham, nay, his in- 
fant deſcendants in all generations, are properly 
acknowledged to be the /ubjefs of this cove- 
nant, even as fit ſubjects as grown perſons : ſince 
neither the one nor the other are contracting 
parties, as in human covenants— but ſubjefts of 

avour ; or as it were, legatces or recipiants of 
the benefits of this covenant for thus it 
ſtands explained by St. Paul, viz. as in Adam 
all die, ſo in Chriſt ſhall all be made alive, 1 Cor. 
xv. 22— but infants are as properly among 
the ALL that die in Adam, as grown perſons 


are; therefore as proper ſubjects of this nerv co- 


venant as they. -Infants, whilſt ſubject to 
death, muſt be the proper ſubjects of this cove- 
nant ; and as ſuch, have a title to the ſame rite, 
Es by 

* Page 34. 


10 The CHALLENGE. 


by which men were firfl initiated with them 
into the kingdom of Feſus, upon the publi- 


cation of this covenant. The 2nitiating rite 


is that of haptiſmal water, and has comported 
well with the publication of this grace, by 
which the partition wall is broken down, or 


which makes no difference of male or female, 


of Greek or Jew, of bond or free, Gal. iii. 28. 
The Sneer then has no more place, which 
uſed to be brandiſhed with great freedom, on 
account of our regarding infants, as the ſubjefs 
of a covenant. Since it is a falſe inſinuation 
that grown perſons are contracting parties in 


this new covenant ; which is, in its own nature, 


a promiſe ; a promiſe confir'md and eſtabliſhed 
by an oath, even the oath of God. 

It is that promiſe, or covenant, which St, 
Peter ſays, was made to the Jews, and to their 
children, and to all afar off, Acts ii. 39. the 
bleſſing of ABRAHAM that was to come upon the 
Gentiles, and which has a much better ſecurity 
than a man's covenant, Gal. iii. 14. 

I might here mention the word uſed for co- 
venant, the new covenant, by the ſacred hiſto- 
rians, as in uſe among the Greeks for a will or 
teſtament z for it is obſerved that Jus, when 
he mentions any to ſucceed by gift and will, 
z2T2 Joo x21 xaTed ialtow, he oppoſes theſe to 
ſucceſſion, xaca q, by natural right“. 

So that men cannot be contracting parties in 


this, 920», teſtament, or covenant, confider'd 


as a promiſe of life, Gal. iii. 21. But men, who 
are under the publication of this covenant, may 
* 1/cus hæred. Cleanymi. 
| be 
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The CHALLENGE, 11 


be initiated, or acknowledged the ſubjects of it 
in infancy, as well as be ſpecified /egatees in the 
teſtament or covenant itſelf. 

Notwithftanding this, they are obliged by the 
tenour of this covenant, to put on moral cha- 
racter, as they grow up and are capable of it; 
for the language of men, who underſtand the 
covenant is, that having this hope in him, we 
purify our ſelves, as he is pure, 1 John iii. 3. or 
according to St. Paul, having this covenant, or 
theſe promiſes, we are to cleanſe ourſelves from 
all filthineſs of fleſh, and of ſpirit, and to perfect 
holineſs in the fear of God, 2 Cor. vii. 1. 

The covenant nevertheleſs, as exhibiting the 
gift of eternal life, ſuppoſes the bequeſt to be 
of free grace! ſor herein is love, not that we loved 
God, and ſo were contracting parties in this 
gracious covenant, but that he firſt loved us, 1 
John iv. 19. 

Men are not therefore conſidered in this co- 
venant, as creatures already qualified, or duly 
diſpos'd for the bleſſing: but the declaration of 
divine love and grace, ſtretched out to embrace 
the whole human family, is intended to engage 
men, to draw and excite them to put on virtu- 
ous and holy character —To walk worthy of 
the vocation wherewith we are called- — 
otherwiſe, the grace of this covenant will not 


take effect, the intention of it will not be gz- 


ſwered or eſtabliſhed. 


This was the caſe with regard to that cove- 
nant, by which God promis'd Canaan to the 
deſcendants of Abraham, Deut. viii. 18, 19. and 


ſo it is with reſpect to that covenant or promiſe 
£22 made 
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12 The CHALLENGE. 
made to him of the bleſſing of the Meſiab 
Children initiated into this covenant, are not to 
continue children, but as they grow up are to 
be inſtructed in the nature and end of that co- 
venant which gave him to the people they 
muſt conſider that in him the FOUNDATION 
oF Gop iu nds ſure, having this ſeal, mark, or 
impreſſion upon it, vig. that the Lord knows them 
that are his, 2 Tim. ii. 19. Death with all its 
direful outrage, in all its ruins, has not been 
able to make ſuch an eracement of perſonal diſ- 
tinctions, as to hinder his cye from diſcrimina- 
ting and diſtinguiſhing The deſign for 
which Chriſt ſhould die, was fignified to the 
firſt pair ; and therefore, as the intention of di- 
vine grace, in raiſing the dead, was intimated ſo 
early, we may be aſſured, that all the blendings 
and confufions, that have happened by the uni- 
verſal ſweep of death, in every generation, 
cannot obſtruf? or hinder the perception of his 
penetrating eye; the Lord knows them that are 
his, throughout the regions of the dead 
accordingly, has he appointed his ſon to raiſe all 
that have died in Adam. 

Is it not then quite rational, or highly fit 
that this suRE FOUNDATION ſhould be ac- 
knowledged in the extenſiveneſs of it, by a ſo- 
lemn rite applied to our infant children, as ſub- 
jects within the compaſs of this grace and 
mercy ? | 

This is fit, notwithſtanding it 1s incumbent 
upon them, if they grow up, as it was incum- 
bent on John's diſciples, to bring forth fruits, 
meet for ſuch an holy diſpenſation, or * = 
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been devoted to God in Chriſt, they are indiſ- 
penſably obliged to depart from all iniguity.— 
If they give into temptation, they muſt repent 
and convert, that ſo their ins may be blotted out, 
when the times of refreſhing ſhall come from 
the preſence of the Lord. 

For as thoſe men, who were baptized of John, 
and called @ generation of wipers, cannot be 
ſuppoſed to have put on virtuous moral charac- 
ter, when he baptized them, no more than in- 
fants ; yet this hinders not, but that both the 
one, and the other, are afterwards obliged to do 
it,as they diſcern the nature of the conſtitution, 
which ſtrictly demands PuRITy both of heart 
and life. 

Whether it does now appear, that this writer 
had any reaſon or foundation for his bold aſſer- 
tion, “ that, the infant children of God's peo- 
e ple were leſt out, of his gracious covenant, 
e af this juntlure, viz. at John's baptizing, 
* and ever afterwards.” Whether he has any 
authority to ſupport him, I leave to the con- 
fideration of every unprejudic'd reader. 

However, every man who knows what Chri/- 
tian charity, or even what common decency and 


good manners mean, will certainly allow us to 


baptize our infant children, without zn/ulting 
us, when we tell them, that we are convinced 

that water was [all thro' the Jeuiſb theocracy] 
made uſe of, as a ſymbol of purity——and that 


Jobn came making uſe of water, as what had 


never been denied a purifying uſe to the Fews, 
and to their infant offspring and that, we 
ice no reaſon to conclude that the znfant chil- 


dren 
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dren of God's people were leſt out at this june- 
ture; for as much as neither John has told us 
ſo, nor Jeſus Chrift, nor any of his apoſtles. 
Nor do I ſee how we ſhall be tempted to 
ſwallow this confident aſſertion of this writer's, 
unleſs we could ſuppoſe, that John peeviſhly 
treated infants as 4 generation of vipers, becauſe 
he could not teach them before he baptized 
them.—Or, unleſs we ſhould underſtand our 
Lord as intimating this LEAvING oUT, by his 
taking ſuch an affectionate tender notice of the 
infant children of ſuch Fews who ſought his 
bleſſing ; whom accordingly he took up in his 
arms, and bleſſed them; and befides this, preſen- 
ted them to his diſciples, as ſtandards of h:mz- 
lity, and of freedom from guile and hypocriſy. 
Or, unleſs we ſhould think that becauſe the a- 
poſtles declared the whole houſhold ſhould be ſa- 
ved on account of the faith of its head, that 
therefore, the infant children of God's people, 
had been left out at this juncture, viz, when 
Jobn came baptizing with water Or, becauſe 
whole hauſholds were baptized, ergo, infants 
were let out at this juncture Or, once more, 
becauſe the apoſtle Paul declares the infants of 
converted heathens to be holy, i. e. no longer 
unclean unleſs we may conclude the /ea- 
ving out of infants from ſome of theſe conſi- 
derations, we have no better authority, than 
the s AV so of this extravagantly modeſt writer. 
But had intants been Jeff out, or excluded a 
right to ſome ymbol, by which they are ac- 
knowledged legatees, or ſubjects of the grace of 


this covenant, we might very juſtly have expec- 
ted 
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ted ſome notice of it in the revelation——and 
that they, who declared this leaving out, ſhould 
have given the converted Jruiſh parents, ſome 
reconciling reaſons for ſuch an at of exclufion. 
—— — That they would have told them, why 
they had not admiſſion to one common rite 
with them; tho” bapri/mal water had been all 
along in uſe with them, as a ſymbol of purity. 
But it ſeems I muſt perſuade myſelt that the 
Jews, [tho' as tenacious as any people of every 
privilege, or of what they eſteemed ſo.] did 
tamely, and without making the leaſt noiſe, ſub- 
mit to this caving out of their children. Or, if 
any controverſy did ariſe about it, it was of 700 
trifling a nature, to have any notice took of it, 
tho' much leſs affairs are recorded. theſe 
unreaſonable things are unmercifully demanded 
of us. 

Should we then conclude, that z t chil- 
dren were left out at this juncture, from what 
this writer has ſaid, it would be to conclude 
implicitly, or like an Hobbs, when dying, to 


take a leap in the dark —but ſurely it is not 


worth our while, thus to gratify thote, who 
have taken it into their heads, to make a poſi- 
tive rite, applied in ſuch a mode, the mark or 
teſt of a conſiſtent proteſtant; and the only ſure 
evidence of a judicious man's ſincerity, 

Neither are we obliged to thank this writer, 
for admitting our znfant children, to be as ſecure 
of ſalvation as before ——we well know, 
without that ſazeer, that baptiſm is no ſecurity 
of ſalvation, either to them, or to any adult 


perſons, It cannot, in its own nature, BAP 


ti/m 


— CG 56 pe — _ 
i. ata. -— —— a. 24 + - o% 
3 . 25 q > - - 2 
2 _—C—— 
- b - - - 


— 
bn en mand 
* 


+ PEAT | - I | 2 4 ee 
— =. — * 
— —— — — — — 


— 


- — — 2 — 


— ä — 
2 f —— n 


—_ = 
= 


— 


4 
1. 
0 
7 
1 
17 


16 The CHALLENGE. 


tiſm does not now ſave us. but foraſmuch 
as we retain as great an affection to our infant- 
offspring, as our fore-fathers, under paſt diſ- 
penſations, did to theirs; and are perſuaded 
that our baptizing them, is a practice worthy 
of our chriſtian character, as we thereby ſo- 
lemnly dedicate them to God in Chriſt, by the 
ſame rite, by which the firſt chriſtian parents 
were initiated and their houſholds we think our- 
ſelves juſtified in thus owning them, as the mem- 
bers of Chriſt's body, — or in thus diftinguiſh- 
ing them from the offspring of infileh and 
es. 

- % And hereupon we CHALLENGE any 
* of you Gentlemen of the anabaptiſt perſuaſion, 
* to ſhew us how the ridicule does faſten upon 
« us, on account of our ſprinkling infants, in 
tt acknowledgement of their being made in 
© God's image, deſigned for his ſervice, and as 
actually concerned in the benefits or ends of 
&« Chriſt's death. Demonſtrate to us, if 
* you can, how the ridicule does faſten upon 
tt us, or that the action 1s as.unfit, irrational, 
e and ſtupid as the SPRINKLING OF A KIT- 
« TEN, | a reproachful expreſſion, known a- 
* mong ſome of you] it you can do this, 
ce we will yield to the force of evidence, and 
e openly declare our infatuation and folly.” 
Till this done, uſe your own Liberty of refuſing 
baptiſm to your infants ; we judge you not, 
nor dare we throw any unchriſtian cenſures 
upon you—and pray give us leave, we demand 
it, we will take it, v2. to aſſert our right of 
private judgment, as well as you, both as a 

| tac 
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the ſubjects to whom we apply baptiſm, and as 
to the mode of it. | 
For even as to the MopE, tho' you ſeem to 
be very /anguine about it ſhall take the li- 
berty of remarking a few things concerning it : 
in doing of which, I hope to give ſome very 
probable account from ſcripture, why John bap- 
tized in rivers ; and likewiſe ſhew, that his 
baptizing there could not be by dipping, or 
plunging, but mult be by ſprinkling or pouring. 
It is true, the anabaptiſis will have it, that 
Saris, muſt, in its proper ſenſe, ſignify 10 
plunge all over in water x. 
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* The anabaptiſts have triumph'd much, from an ima- 
ination that the word 32 Ce, in its proper ſignification, 
notes a total immerſiam; notwithſtanding its common fignt- 
fication, as uſed by the Septuagint, and by the evangelifls 
and apoſtles, intends a partial application of water, which has 
been largely ſhewn by Mr. William Walter, in his dodtrine 
of baptiſms, London, printed 1678. who among other things 
has ſhewn, << that had our Lord deſigned ſtrictly a total 
« immerſion by the word, Matt. xxviii. 19. he might have 
© uſed words of leſſer latitude, and which could not have 
been capable of. ſignifying 4% than plunging, ſuch as 
© uzTabv9:;Ce, αEemnα⁰ , xt7adwrw Of Tad, not 
th ſay Surt]s and 300%. 
That the 112252015 Bamiiomns, mentioned Heb. ix. 10. 
* muſt intend different kinds or ſorts of baptiſms, and not 
the number of them, does appear from the uſe of the word, 
Lev. xix. 19. Deut. xxii. 9. Dan. vil. 7. by the Sch. 
% and Rom. xii. 6. in the new teftament—So that 36. Ce, 
as properly ſignified any partial waſhing, as it did dipping, 
which is plain from David's baptizing his bed with tears, 
* P/. vi. 6. and from the prieſt's baptizing his finger in the 
blood, Lev. xiv. 16. et alibi. and the ſtump of the tree; 
Dan. iv. 5. being baptiz:d with the dew of heaven. And uſed 
<< frequently, if nor always by the new teſtament writers 
for a partial application of water nay, even when the 
verb is compounded with the prepoſition :- it 9 
123 
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Againſt this, I would obferve, that the moſt 
important baptiſms or purifications among the 
Ne had ever been thoſe which were applied 
y /brinkling and pouring. — 80, in that en- 
demical diſtemper, that common uncleanneſs 
among them, vis. the leproſy ; under this, the 
leper was to have water ſprinkled on him ſeven 
times, and then the prieſt was to pronounce 
e 0v. 7... 
After this indeed, we are told, that the man 
was to waſh his cloaths, and ſhave off his hair, 

and 


© fiesa partial dipping, Matt. xxvi. 23. unleſs you will ſay, 
<< that he that dipped his hand with our Lord in the diſh, 
<< plunged it all over in the liquor or gravy. But baptizing 
c into the diſh his hand, was no more than putting in a 
c thumb and finger, and that too if done with decency, to 
«© be as little moiſt as poſſible and yet it is, πf Ca. 

The confidence of this writer, as to plunging, would cer- 
tainly be humbled, could he attend without prejudice to that 

rformance— 4h 

And as to the ſubjefs, tho' this anſwerer ſays, p. 22. that 
the infants of chriſtians, bave no better title to ordinances, than 
the infants of others, "till they come to believe and calls it 
officiotes to affix a ſeal to them, p. 23. yet, he ſurely never 
conſidered, that all polite and civiliz d nations, in every age 
have had ſome ſolemn way of dedicating their infants to their 
deities. Even the ancient Canaanites, (before the children 
of Hrael poſſeſſed the land) had a cuſtom of preſenting their 
infant children to Molech. ſee Lev. xviiie 21. comp. Deut. xviii. 
10,——the manner of doing this, Ainſworth ſays, is not 
now certainly known; but it is thought to have been theſe 
two ways, diz. ſome were burnt to death, the parents 
being perſuaded, that by this ſacrifice, the reſt of their 
* children ſhould. be delivered from death; and that they 
„ themſelves ſhould proſper for it all the days of their lives; 
others of their children were only made to paſs between 
<< two fires, for a /ign of conſecration.” And the ancient 
Greeks and Romans, it has been obſerv'd, had rites of dedication 
of their infant offspring. The practice then is ſo far 
from being alſurd, that it ſeems perfectly agreeable to the 
voice of nature. | 
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and waſh his fleſh in water, v. 9. But then, 
this was the part incumbent upon himſelf—the 
prieſt was firſt to ſprinkle him ſeven times, and 
then pronounce him clean. And it was mani- 
feſtly after this, that the man was to ſhave and 
waſh himſelf — 

So likewiſe, the prieſt was to pour oyl on his 
head, before he made the atonement, v. 18, — 

To the ſame purpoſe, we read of Moſes's 

taking the blood of the covenant, and ſbrinłling 
it on the people, Exod. xxiv. 8. in alluſion to 
which, the ſprinkling of the blood of Chriſt, is 
mentioned by St. Peter, 1 ep. i. 2. and by St. 
Paul to the Hebrews, ch. ix. 19, 20. and ſo 
all things that were purged with blood, were 
purged only by the /prink/ing of it upon them. 
Why then, ſhould water be now applied by 
immerſion only, even that water which refers 
to the blood of ſprinkling ? this does not ſeem 
capable of any full defence; ſince there appears 
ſo great an impropriety in the /ign or ſymbol of 
the thing /agnified. 

But again, the water of purzfication was to 
be ſprinkled on him that touched the dead body 
of any man that was dead, fee Numb. xix. It 
was to be fprinkled upon the unclean.— and 
altho* he that had been thus {prinkled, was ob- 
liged on the ſeventh day to purify or waſh him- 
ſelf; yet, it appears, that the purification which 
he received from the prieſt, was by ,/pronkling. 
No water was applied by the prieſt for his pu- 
rification, by dipping or plunging, but only by 
ſprinkling———and this ſeems to be the whole 
of the water purification, wk ich the unclean 

—_— receive 
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received from the prieſt; examine Lev. xiv. 
and Numb. xix, In Numb, xix. 6. he that is 
called a clean man, Ainſworth has obſerved, 
that the 7argum of Jonathan renders a prieſt. 
And he farther obſerves, that the water of ſe- 
paration, is by the Greek and Chaldee reckoned, 
the water of ſprinkling * -but if the water 
of ſeparation was no other than the water of 
ſprinkling, we may certainly with the utmoſt 
propriety, vindicate a lite uſe of water, when 
the moſt clear view of the lod of ſprinkling 
is exhibited. 
Hence I would infer, that ſhould we be al- 
lowed to look both upon the fþrink/ing, and the 
bathing of the unclean, as typ:cal or figurative 
for the time then preſent, Heb. ix. 9. we ſhould 
then conclude, that our ſprinkling of infants. 
with water does properly precede that waſhing, 
that cleanſing of themſelves, which is expreſ- 
five of a pure and holy life; and agrees with the 
manner in which purifying water, or the water of 

eparation had been ever uſed, as it did precede 
the unclean waſhing and bathing themſelves.— 
So John's baptizing à generation of vipers, and 
bidding them go and waſh themſelves, or bring 
forth fruits meet for repentance, greatly con- 
firms the obſervation. | 

I again infer, that ſince this appears to have 
been the law of the prieſts, in their uſing the 

_  baptiſmal water, vix. to apply it only by fprink- 
| ling, as the water of ſeparation ; it follows that 
| the ſuppoſition of John's uſing the water of 
| Jordan no otherwiſe, will be in perfect conſiſten- 
| | gee his Notes on Numb, xix. 13. 


CY 
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cy or harmony. This inference is but rational, 
ſince it cannot be made appear that John did 
ever plunge any one perſon, whom he baptized: 
and on the other hand, John's being of the race 
of the prieſts, and having begun his public mini- 
ſtrations in conformity to the law of the prieſts, 
vi. at 3o years of age,we may rationally conclude 
that he uſed the ſeparating water as the prieſts 
had always uſed it, viz. by ſprinkling: and that 
he recommended the thorough waſhing or clean- 
/ing to themſelves. And with this the face of his 
hiſtory fully agrees. 

Eſpecially, ought we to be fatisfied, in this 
our opinion about baptiſmal water, when we 
add, the reaſon why John baptized in rivers, 

If we attend to the cu/tom, and law of the an- 
cient prieſts, we find, that they were obliged to 
take tuo birds alive and clean, and cedar wood, 
and ſcarlet and hyſſop, and kill one of the birds in 
an earthen veſſel, over RUNNING WATER, ſee 
Lev. xiv. 5,6. which rituals attending the water 
of ſeparation, were very conſiſtently laid aſide by 
FJobn, who was introducing a more ſpiritual and 
moral diſpenſation, or proclaiming the approach 
of it. It would notthen have been ſo proper, that 
John ſhould uſe the ſeparating water, with all 
theſe Fewzſh rituals belonging to it, when he 


was baptizing into a ne ſtate and kingdom — 


or when he appeared without any of the orna- 
ments of the prieſts, in the greateſt ſimplicity 
of dreſs and behaviour. 

Yet, we may very rationally conclude, that 
he choſe RivERs to baptize in, rather than 
ſtanding caters, as his doing fo, had the mot 
| | manifeſt 
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manifeſt conformity to that repeatedly ſtrict in- 
junction of the water of ſeparation or ſprinkling, 
being no other than running water, See 
Lev. xiv. 5,6, 50, 51, 52. xv. 13. Numb. 
xix. 17. Obſerve, running water was called 
living water, becauſe of its continual motion, — 
which well prefigured that water which ſpring- 
etb up unto eternal li Ee, John iv. 10, 14. 

And bo. ters in running or living waters, 
better agreed with the ſtrong way in Which the 
Fews had been uſe to image to themſelves, 
The all ſuffictency of God, Ter. ii. 13. the 
fountain f living waters; comp. ch. xviii. 13. 
— called alſo the fountain of hfe, from whence 
run rivers of pleaſure, Fſ. xxxvi. 8, . 

And goſpel times, the bleſſedneſs of them is 

repreſented by pouring water upon him that is 
thirſty, 7. xliv. 3.—and by Jprinkling clean 
water upon men, Ege. xxxvi. 25. — and by 
living waters going out of Jiu alem, Zech. 
xiv. 8. 

I mention theſe places to ſhew, the great 
1dea- they were uſed to form, of running or 
living waters. So that as the water of ſepara- 
tion, was never to be any other than running 
water, we may ceaſe wondering, or being at 
a loſs to know, why Jonn came baptizing in 
Jordan here lay his authority for ſo bap- 
tizing - which, in my humble opinion, 
ſeems to be a much clearer way of accounting 
for Fobn's chuſing much waters, or rivers of 
water to baptize in, than that he choſe them 
for the conventency of plunging ; ſince it plainly 
appears, that bathing, arpping, or plunging was 


never 
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never the office of the prieſt It was not 


his way of uſing the water of ſeparation, 
the ruming water, but it was the proper bufi- 
nefs and duty of the unclean to waſh and bathe 
themſelves. l | 5 

To which uſage of water, I cannot but think 
St. Paul afludes, when he deſcribes the Chriſ- 
tian as drawing near to God, with a true heart, in 
full aſſurance of faith, having bis heart ſprinkled 
from an evil conſcience, and his body waſhed toi th 
Pure water, Heb. x. 22. which waſhing of the 
body with pure water, ſeems to intend, thoſe 
habits of purity, by which he was to hold faft 
the profeſſion of his hope ( *AmiFo; ) without 
Vavering. And the ſprinkling of the heart, 
from an evil conſcience, will well agree with 
their being ſprinkled with the water of fepura- 
tion, at their firſt embracing the holy doctrine 
of Fefus. | 97 

In one word, as the eus had ever been 
ufed to underſtand ſprinkling to be the office of 
the prieſt, and this waſhing of the body to be 


the office of the unclean perſon himſelf; it is 


not reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that ſuch a rever/e 
uſe or change of the application of water, as 
the plunging baptizers ſuppoſe, could have been 
introduced, without the leaſt intimation given 
of ſuch change it follows, that 7057 muſt 
have ſprinkled, and not plunged, when he came 
baptizing in Jordan. 1 825 a 
It is now expected of the plunging baptizers, 
who profeſs to be governed in their practice by 
ſcripture authority, that they ſhew us a plainer, 


more expreſs, and concluſive account of water 


baptiſm, 
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baptiſm,as practiſed by John, than is here given. 
Or elſe, that they allow us to have, at leaſt, as 
good a foundation for continuing our practice 
of ſprinkling, as they can have for plunging 
and before they expect that we give up infants 
right to baptiſm, they muſt give us ſome bet- 
ter reaſon by far, than thoſe which this writer 
has made concluſive in his anſwer. They muſt 
ſhew us how and when infants were excluded 
from being ſharers in the benefits of the new co- 
venant, and for what reaſon the free, the uni ver- 
| ſal good-Nwill of God, has denied our infant, mor- 
tcl offspring a claim, as /egazees to the gift of life; 
or why we ſhould not, by that ſymbol of purity 
water-baptiſm, acknowledge them as the off- 
bring of God, made in his zmage, and deſign'd 
or ends worthy of the infinitely wiſe former. 
It will not be ſufficient to tell us, that we 
may do this by praying for our children; this 
a Jew, this a Turk, this an Heathen could do; 
but as the wiſdom of God, has ſeen it fit to have 
the infant offspring of his.covenanting people, 
own'd together with their parents, by ſome ex- 
ternal rite, as his care and tender charge; ſo we 
think that the baptiſmal rite applied to our in- 
fant offspring, does fitly aſſert the extent of the 
redeemer s dominion over them, and that there is 
not any thing in the new teſtament writings 
that does forbid our thus bringing them to him. 
The demands here made upon the Antipœdo- 
baptiſts, appear to us reaſonable, and do con- 
clude THE CHALLENGE. 
I ſhall by way of poſicript offer a few re- 
| marks in ſupport of our practice of baptizing 
infants by ſprinkling, | 
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"THE learned Dr. Gale, has I find laid 
| great ſtreſs upon the word fanlifo, 
as ſignifying a total immerſion, or 
plunging in water, when uſed in a ſacra- 
mental ſenſs*, But ſurely all the force of 
the Doctor's argument is gone, if it appears, 
that the moft ſacred uſe that the Jets ever 
made of water, was by ſprinkling, pouring, or 
a partial application of it which I hope 
has been ſufficiently ſhewn — | 
The Doctor has dwelt much on the appli- 
cation of water among the Tews. The vaſt bra- 
zen ſea, he particularly mentions, 2 Chron. iv. 
6. © which held 200 baths, i. e. near 1000 
* barrels of water—— the bulk of which, he 
<« ſays, argues that the prieſts were to go into it. 
«© The words expreſs it alſo, the ſea was for 
* the prieſts to waſh in. So again, in another 
* inftance, Exod. xxix. 4. concerning the con- 
C ſecration of the prieſts, which Jonathan ren- 
& ders Tabal, thou ſhalt dip them in 40 meaſures 
« of ſpring water||. 

Tt is certain that the laver of braſs to waſh 
withal, which Moſes is appointed to make, Ex. 
XXX, 18, 19, 20. at which Aaron and his ſons 
were to waſh, has a word rachatz, as Walker 
has obſerved* which properly ſignifies, ablution 

* See his reſlections on Malls hiſtory, &c. p.17 3, et alili. 


| P.156. + See his dofrine of baptiſms, p. 47; 
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hands and feet thereat 
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and not immerſion — And that Moſes and 
Aaron and his ſons waſhed their hands and feet 
thereat See Exod. xl. 3o, 31. not therein 
but thereat. And ſo Pool has remark'd on 
Exod. xxx. 18. from Munſter and Fagius, 
that it had many outs and pipes, by 


which water was let out for their uſe. Fiſtu- 


las multas habebat, fer 2 emittebatur aqua. 


And that it was to waſh the prieſts and the 
parts of the ſacrifices or victims; ad lavandum.] 
et ſacerdotes, et partes victimarum. A cuſtom 
which the very heathens had, of placing a laver 
before their temples, Cincius dicebat delubrum 
efſe locum ante templum, ubi aqua currit a dilu- 
endo#®, 

But it ſeems this vaſt brazen ſea was for the 
prieſts to plunge in But by what author:- 
ty? why the text only ſays, Exod. xxx. 19. 
that Aaron and his ſons, were to waſh their 
Nevertheleſs, for no 
other reaſon, but becauſe Solomon had made a 
more magnificent laver, therefore the prieſts 


were to plunge in it—The much water had 


produc'd this idea in the Doctor, tho' with- 
out the leaſt warrant from the Moſaic-law. 

But with impropriety is this ſuppoſition made; 
foraſmuch as it appears, that they were very 
exact about the clearneſ5 and purity of the wa- 
ter, with which they waſhed—we ſhould not 
therefore ſuppoſe that the prieſts plunged them- 
{elves together, or one after another in the ſame 
collection of water —or that 1000 barrels 


were thrown off, every time that any one had 


* Poli ſynop. in loc. 


waſhed 
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waſhed in the ſea. It is much moreprobable that 
that ſea had cocks or ſpouts to it, at which the 
prieſts waſhed their hands and their feet, when 
they went to facriice— moſt likely that this 
muſt be the caſe, as they then waſhed with the 
water running out of the fea, or laver upon 
them. 

The Doctor to ſupport his cauſe, brings in 
TFonathan's rendring of the word, Exod. xxix. 
4. with this comment, vi. thou ſhalt DIP them 
in 40 meaſures of ſpring water, 

It is evident that Rabbinical writers are held 
in great contempt, when they ſay any thing 
againſt plunging, or for infants baptiſm|—— 
but they have their weight, when they have gi- 
ven croſs comments, or ſuch as will ſuit the cau/e. 

But tho' Jonathan ſhould be right, in ren- 
dring the word, tabal——Walker has ſhewn 
it to ſignify a partial application, as dipping the 
finger in oy], Lev. iv. 16, 17 and not to 
imply immerſion, or a total plunging®, 

But if Tonathan muſt be underſtood of 
plunging them in 40 meaſures of ſpring-water, 
then we are to conclude alſo, that the prieſts 
were to be plunged in Solomon's brazen ſea, 
which held near 1000 barrels of water. 

And yet, to objections lie againſt this, beſides 
there being no authority for it, vig. firſt, the 
inconvenience of plunging them in water five 
cubits high. It was too deep for any man of or- 
dinary ſize to plunge in, unleſs he could ſwim : 
it ſeems not of a proper depth for a total nmer- 
lion of the prieſts, every timethey went to ſacrifice. 


See Page 157 of his reflections.* P. 40 doctrine of baptiſms. 
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And another objection is, it was placed too 
much in view of the Fewiſh people, to be made 
uſe of in this bathing-way by the prieſts, —— 
to ſuppoſe that they did not plunge, much bet- 
ter agrees with the laws, which requir'd the 
prieſt to be careful about covering his nakedneſs, 
Exod. xx. 26. xxvili. 42. and could never 
intend their bathing, or immerſing their whole 
bodies in it, or even their hands and feet 77: it, 
but at it—They ſerved in the temple with their 
hands and feet bare; and therefore the /aver 
was provided for their cleanſing. 

Thus it manifeſtly appears, that even Dr, 

Gale's notion of the word 7abal, as ſignifying a 
total immerſion, ina ſacramental ſenſe, has no- 
thing to ſupport it—ſince moſt, if not all the 
purifications by water, both of priefts and people, 
were by a different application ob. 
\ I might, as @ concluſion, take notice of one 
more paſlage in the ANSWER, which is in p. 
27. where it is aſk'd, © whence Sprung infant 
« baptiſm ? this muſt certainly be ſome inno- 
e vation crept into the church, unknown to the 
& Seriptures, 

That is to ſay, becauſe the /f converts to 
chriſtianity muſt have been adult perſons, and 
admitted by baptiſm, therefore the 2nfants of 
ſuch converts muſt be excluded, or denied any 


' ſuch rite of initiation, 


But we turn the tables upon this writer, and 
fay, whence came it about that infants were ex- 
duded an initiating rite with their parents ? 
This 1s contrary to the divine appointment and 
cuſtom of the Patriarchal and Fewiſh diſpen- 

5 3 ſations; ; 
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ſations, and to the laudable cuſtom that all ci- 
vilized nations have had of dedicating their in- 
fant- offspring to the deity. If muſt be there- 
fore ſome innovation crept into the church, which 
denies the infant right, and wholly unknown to 
the ſeriptures they, we are ſure, counte- 
nance no ſuch excluſion; but contrarywiſe give 
all proper encouragment to the bringing our 
infants to Jeſus, and folemnly putting them 
under his care and protection. | 
But this writer, it ſeeme, has a very clear 
knowledge of the beginning of adult baptiſm, 
tho' he is quite ignorant of the riſe of infant bap- 
tiſm. Mie well know the beginning of adult 
« baptiſm.” p. 27. 

I much queſtion whether he does well know 
this—ſince the Few!/h method of admitting 
proſelytes, in every age of their theocracy, muſt 
have been by baptiſm : as appears from the very 
face of their law, which made the water of 
ſeparation, the water"of ſprinkling, or the ſa- 
cramental water, indiſpenſably requiſite to the 
purifying of the unclean among the native Jews. 
—And it is undeniably plain, that they were to 
eſteem all aliens, i. e. people of other nations, 
unclean, ſee Joſb. xxii. 19. if the land of your 
poſſeſſion be unclean. likewiſe Ezra who 
greatly laments their making themſelves unclean 
by mingling the holy ſeed, 'with the people of 
the lands, ch. ix. 2, 11, 12. 

The water of ſprinkling, would then be re- 
quiſite, in order to cleanſe and purity all ſuch 
feom among the ſtrange nations, whom they had 
continued among them.—W hich was a projer 

| aduli 
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adult baptiſm. But who was the firſt ſub- 


ject of adult baptiſm, or when it firſt came in 
uſe, I. fancy this writer is not ſo ſure of. and 
if not, he is over confident, when he ſays, we 
well know the beginning adult-baptiſim. 

I take the liberty of telling him, that for any 
thing, either he, or any defender of adult bap- 
tiſm has yet done, infant baptiſm ſeems to be of 
as ancient a date as adu/t-baptiſm——and in his 
oven language, © I can aſſure him, that he may 
<« tire himſelf with his ſearches as long as he 
te pleaſes, but if he continues to deny infants a 
« right to baptiſm ; or if he denies a partial 
<« application of water to be a proper baptiſm, 
« he will have no warrant. for ſuch denials, 
te better than his own imagination; for he will 
ce find nothing like a viſible warrant, either from 
te the old or the new teſtament]]. ” 

Nor ſhould any man object to chriſtian hap- 
tiſin, becauſe the Jews had water baptiſms from 
the beginning of their polity——our eſteem of 
the rite ſhouldnot on this account be abated any 
more than for the new covenant's being made to 
Abraham—The antiquity of it ſhould give us no 
offence; but the clear publication of it ſhould be 
own'd as matter of everlaſting thankfulneſs and 
OY. | 
i i have added this Poſtſcript to ſhew, that fo 
great a modern as Dr. Gale, took refuge in the 
uſage of water among the Jews, in order to 
ſupport his notion of baptiſm. And the ſame has 
been generally, if not always done; if then it 
ſhall appear, that the moſt ſacred uſe of water, 
among the Jews, was by ſprinkling or pouring 

and 


4 Page 27. 
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and not by plunging, then it muſt follow, that 
the old teſtament is fully on our ſide, as to the 
ſacramental ſenſe of baptiſin. 

So that could it be proved, that immediately 
after the apoſtolic age, they dipped or plunged in 
their baptiſms, it will conclude nothing more 
than this, viz. that men were fond of their own 
inventions, and made bold to alter the mode of 
this rite, as the mode of receiving the ſupper, 
which was inſtituted in a reclining poſture, was 
ſoon altered alſo—— The addition of more wa- 
ter is likely to have taken place early, from the 
ſtrong inclination men had of making improve- 
ments in the ſervices of religion, 

And yet, for my own part, I ain fully per- 
ſuaded that the mode is no more eſſential to 
the inſtitution of bapti/m, than the receiving of 

the bread and wine in the Euchariſt is rather 
to be in a fitting, ſtanding, or kneeling, than a 
rechning poſture, Nor can I ſee, that chriſtians 
have a right, in either caſe, to make the Mope, 
a term of church communion. 


FINIS. 


